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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1,2,8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens. 

Re: claims 1 , 2, 8, and 9. Francis shows in figures 1A and 1C an apparatus 
comprising: an input device 142 which accepts user input, a cover 144, a hinge 100 
which connects the input device to the cover so that the input device and the cover are 
openable and closeable by rotation about a predetermined rotation axis, wherein the 
cover covers at least a part of the input device while in a closed position, a restraint 
102, 104, 110 which maintains friction resistance between the input device and the 
cover to maintain an angle between the cover and the input device. 

Francis is silent with regards to an operation detector which is coupled to the 
restraint and which accepts a reduction instruction provided by a user to reduce the 
frictional resistance and a friction controller which is coupled to the restraint and which 
reduces the frictional resistance when the reduction instruction is accepted. 

Owens teaches in figure 1 the use of a restraint 36 which maintains frictional 
resistance with an element 12, an operation detector 48 which is coupled to the restraint 
and which accepts a reduction instruction provided by a user via element 68 to reduce 
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the frictional resistance, and a friction controller 102 which is coupled to the restraint 
and which reduces the frictional resistance when the reduction instruction is accepted 
as disclosed in col. 6 lines 21-26. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the restraint of Francis to have been controllable 
by way of an operation detector and a friction controller, as taught by Owens, in order to 
have an electronic restraint control means that enables feedback capabilities and 
increases control accuracy. 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of US Patent 5744921 to Makaran. 

Francis, as modified is silent with regards to the operation detector 48 and a 
processing unit 46 being powered by different power supplies. 

Makaran teaches in col. 6 lines 1 -3 the use of a controller power supply 1 08 and 
a motor power supply 104. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the operation detector and a processing unit of 
Francis, as modified, to have had a respective power supply, in view of the teachings of 
Makaran, in order to provide a means of being able to quickly determine the location of 
an electrical fault. 
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4. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens and US Patent 
Application 2003/0075978 to Riddiford et al. 

Francis shows in figures 1 A and 1C an apparatus comprising: an input device 
142 which accepts user input, a cover 144, a hinge 100 which connects the input device 
to the cover so that the input device and the cover are openable and closeable by 
rotation about a predetermined rotation axis, wherein the cover covers at least a part of 
the input device while in a closed position, a restraint 102, 104, 110 which maintains 
friction resistance between the input device and the cover to maintain an angle between 
the cover and the input device. 

Francis is silent with regards to an operation detector which is coupled to the 
restraint and which accepts a reduction instruction provided by a user to reduce the 
frictional resistance and a friction controller which is coupled to the restraint and which 
reduces the frictional resistance when the reduction instruction is accepted. 

Owens teaches in figure 1 the use of a restraint 36 which maintains frictional 
resistance with an element 12, an operation detector 48 which is coupled to the restraint 
and which accepts a reduction instruction provided by a user via element 68 to reduce 
the frictional resistance, and a friction controller 102 which is coupled to the restraint 
and which reduces the frictional resistance when the reduction instruction is accepted 
as disclosed in col. 6 lines 21-26. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the restraint of Francis to have been controllable 
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by way of an operation detector and a friction controller, as taught by Owens, in order to 
have an electronic restraint control means that enables feedback capabilities and 
increases control accuracy. 

Francis, as modified, is silent with regards to a first switch and a second switch 
wherein the operation detector accepts the reduction instruction by accepting an 
instruction from each of the first and second switches and wherein the frictional 
controller reduces the frictional resistance in the restraint in response to the instruction 
from each of the first switch and the second switch. 

Riddiford et al. teach in paragraph [0019] the use of two switches, one switch 
having a signal outputted from controller 14 and the other switch having a signal 
outputted from controller 20 wherein both switching signals are needed in order to allow 
vehicle movement (or reduction of frictional resistance). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the apparatus of Francis, as modified, to have 
included a first switch and a second switch wherein the friction controller reduces the 
friction resistance in the restraint to allow motion in response to accepting instruction 
from each of the first and second switch, in view of the teachings of Riddiford et al., in 
order to provide a more conservatively designed apparatus requiring confirmation of a 
given condition through the use of multiple switch instructions before a certain control 
step (movement enablement) is achieved. 

With regards to the position of the switches Examiner notes that in In re Japikse, 
181 F.2d 1019, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950) the court held that claims which read on the 
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prior art with except with regard to the position of the starting switch were unpatentable 
because shifting the position of the starting switch would not have modified the 
operation of the device. Examiner notes that modifying Francis, as modified, to have 
provided the first switch on the input device and the second switch on the cover would 
have been obvious in light of the rationale in Japiske. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of US Patent Application 2003/0079312 to Cau and WO- 
6917 (using US Patent 6840700 to Nusskern et al. as an English equivalent). 

Francis, as modified, describes the invention substantially above including the 
limitation of a shaft fixed to one of the input device and the cover and describes 
frictional resistance being varied by the friction controller, but is silent regarding the coil 
spring being coiled around the shaft to hold the shaft by frictional resistance and the 
coiled spring being changed in shape to cause the reduction in frictional resistance. 

Cau teaches in figure 1 the use of a restraint shown in the area of the arrow of 
number "1" having a shaft 1 1 fixed to one of a first device 1 and a second device 2, a 
coiled spring 1 2 having its opposite ends fixed to the other of the first device and the 
second device and coiled around the shaft to hold the shaft by frictional resistance and 
changed in shape to reduce the frictional resistance as disclosed in col. 4 lines 23-29. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the frictional restraint of Francis, as modified, to 
have been held and changed by a coil spring coiled around a shaft and altered in shape 
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to effect friction reduction, as taught by Cau, in order to provide a functionally equivalent 
means of creating frictional restraint to hold the cover with respect to the input device 
and to alter the restraint depending on use needs. 

Francis, as modified, is silent with regards to the coiled spring being made of a 
shape memory alloy whose length increases relative to the length at ordinary 
temperature. 

Nusskern et al. teach in figure 6, col. 2 line 64 - col. 3 line 7 and col. 5 lines 61- 
64 the use of a coil spring around a shaft being made of a shaped memory alloy whose 
length increases relative to the length at ordinary temperature. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the coil spring of Francis, as modified, to have 
been made of a shape memory alloy, as taught by Nusskern et al., in order to provide a 
means of changing the shape of the coil spring with respect to the shaft to cause 
changes in the degree of holding of the shaft. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens, US Patent 
Application 2003/0079312 to Cau and Nusskern et al. as applied to claim 5 above, and 
further in view of US Patent 5435539 to Namiki. 

Francis, as modified, describes the invention substantially as set forth above but 
lacks the limitation of a helical groove being formed in a surface of the shaft and the 
coiled spring being coiled around the shaft along the groove. 
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Namiki teaches in figure 2A and figure 3 the use of a helical groove 27 being 
formed in the surface of a shaft and a coiled spring 24 being coiled around the shaft 
along the groove. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the shaft of Francis, as modified, to have included 
a groove along which the coiled spring is coiled, as taught by Namiki, in order to provide 
a means of positioning the coil spring on the shaft in a more secure fashion particularly 
during the coil closed states of the spring. 

7. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens, US Patent 
Application 2003/0079312 to Cau and Nusskern et al. as applied to claim 5 above, and 
further in view of US Patent 4040102 to Plener et al. 

Francis, as modified, describes the invention substantially as set forth above but 
lacks the limitation of a material forming a surface portion of the shaft having a friction 
coefficient larger than that of a material forming an inner portion of the shaft. 

Plener et al. teach in col. 3 lines 54-59 the use of a steel shaft having a surface 
coating wherein the surface coating has a friction coefficient larger than the material or 
steel forming an inner portion of the shaft. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the shaft of Francis, as modified, to have included 
a surface portion having a friction coefficient larger than that of a material forming an 
inner portion of the shaft, as taught by Plener et al., in order to provide increased friction 
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only at the surface where it is necessary in the function of the hinge in order to provide 
the increased friction advantage while saving on the increased friction material cost by 
eliminating the material from areas where it is not necessary. 

8. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of US Patent 3400795 to Miller. 

Francis, as modified, describes the invention substantially as set forth above, but 
is silent with regards to a torque release. 

Miller teaches in figure 1 and in col. 2 lines 15-20 the use of a torque release 
which allows rotation release in response to a torque externally applied if the externally 
applied torque is larger than a predetermined magnitude. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the apparatus of Francis, as modified, to have 
included a torque release mechanism, as taught by Miller, in order to provide a means 
of controlled rotation release. 

9. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens and US Patent 
3400795 to Miller as applied to claim 10 above and further in view of US Patent 
Application 2003/007931 2 to Cau and Nusskern et al. 

Francis, as modified, describes the invention substantially above including the 
limitation of a shaft fixed to one of the input device and the cover and describes 
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frictional resistance being varied by the friction controller, but is silent regarding the coil 
spring being coiled around the shaft to hold the shaft by frictional resistance. 

Cau teaches in figure 1 the use of a restraint shown in the area of the arrow of 
number "1" having a shaft 1 1 fixed to one of a first device 1 and a second device 2, a 
coiled spring 12 having its opposite ends fixed to the other of the first device and the 
second device and coiled around the shaft to hold the shaft by frictional resistance as 
disclosed in col. 4 lines 23-29. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the frictional restraint of Francis, as modified, to 
have been held and changed by a coil spring coiled around a shaft, as taught by Cau, in 
order to provide a functionally equivalent means of creating frictional restraint to hold 
the cover with respect to the input device. 

Francis, as modified, is silent with regards to the coiled spring being made of a 
shape memory alloy that holds the shaft by frictional resistance at ordinary temperature. 

Nusskern et al. teach in figure 6, col. 2 line 64 - col. 3 line 7 and col. 5 lines 61- 
64 the use of a coil spring around a shaft being made of a shaped memory alloy that 
holds the shaft by frictional resistance at ordinary temperature. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the coil spring of Francis, as modified, to have 
been made of a shape memory alloy, as taught by Nusskern et al., in order to provide a 
means of positioning the coiled spring with respect to the shaft to permit holding of the 
shaft. 
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10. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5608604 to Francis in view of US Patent 4934692 to Owens and US Patent 
6367888 to Kee etal. 

Francis shows in figures 1 A and 1C an apparatus comprising: an input device 
142 which accepts user input, a cover 144, a hinge 100 which connects the input device 
to the cover so that the input device and the cover are openable and closeable by 
rotation about a predetermined rotation axis, wherein the cover covers at least a part of 
the input device while in a closed position, a restraint 102, 104, 110 which maintains 
friction resistance between the input device and the cover to maintain an angle between 
the cover and the input device. 

Francis is silent with regards to an operation detector which is coupled to the 
restraint and which accepts a reduction instruction provided by a user to reduce the 
frictional resistance and a friction controller which is coupled to the restraint and which 
reduces the frictional resistance when the reduction instruction is accepted. 

Owens teaches in figure 1 the use of a restraint 36 which maintains frictional 
resistance with an element 12, an operation detector 48 which is coupled to the restraint 
and which accepts a reduction instruction provided by a user via element 68 to reduce 
the frictional resistance, and a friction controller 102 which is coupled to the restraint 
and which reduces the frictional resistance when the reduction instruction is accepted 
as disclosed in col. 6 lines 21-26. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the restraint of Francis to have been controllable 
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by way of an operation detector and a friction controller, as taught by Owens, in order to 
have an electronic restraint control means that enables feedback capabilities and 
increases control accuracy. 

Francis, as modified, is silent with regards to a user authentication circuit coupled 
to the restraint which authenticates a user wherein the restraint reduces the frictional 
resistance to a value smaller than a user supplied torque which changes the angle in a 
state where the input device and the cover are closed if the authenticity of the user is 
confirmed. 

Kee et al. teach in col. 4 lines 32-40 the use of a means for reducing frictional 
resistance or releasing a brake after a user has been authenticated through the use of a 
user authentication circuit coupled to the means for reducing frictional resistance or 
means for brake release. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the apparatus of Francis, as modified, to have 
included a user authentication circuit to reduce the frictional resistance, in view of the 
teachings of Kee et al., in order to provide a means of securing the use of the apparatus 
against unauthorized users. 

1 1 . Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Application 2003/0079312 to Cau and Nusskern et al. and Kee et al. 

Re: claim 13. Cau shows in figure 1 a rotation control device which connects a 
first part 2 and a second part 1 so that the first part and the second part are openable 
and closeable and which controls the rotation of the second part 1 on a shaft 1 1 
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connected to the first part, the rotation control device comprising a coiled spring 12 
which has its opposite ends 14, 15 connected to the second part which is wrapped 
around the shaft to hold the shaft by a predetermined frictional resistance which adjusts 
in shape to reduce the frictional resistance as disclosed in col. 4 lines 23-29. 

Cau is silent with regards to the coiled spring being made of a shape-memory 
alloy and such that it increases in length from its length at the ordinary temperature to 
reduce the frictional resistance when set at a shape recovery temperature different from 
the ordinary temperature. 

Nusskern et al. teach in figure 6, col. 2 line 64 - col. 3 line 7 and col. 5 lines 61- 
64 the use of a coil spring around a shaft being made of a shape-memory alloy whose 
length increases relative to the length at ordinary temperature. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the coil spring of Francis, as modified, to have 
been made of a shape memory alloy, as taught by Nusskern et al., in order to provide a 
means of changing the shape of the coil spring with respect to the shaft to cause a 
change in the degree of holding the shaft. 

Cau, as modified, is silent with regards to a user authentication circuit coupled to 
the restraint which authenticates a user wherein the restraint reduces the frictional 
resistance to a value smaller than a user supplied torque which changes the angle in a 
state where the input device and the cover are closed if the authenticity of the user is 
confirmed. 
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Kee et al. teach in col. 4 lines 32-40 the use of a means for reducing frictional 
resistance or releasing a brake after a user has been authenticated through the use of a 
user authentication circuit coupled to the means for reducing frictional resistance or 
means for brake release. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the apparatus of Cau, as modified, to have 
included a user authentication circuit to reduce the frictional resistance, in view of the 
teachings of Kee et al., in order to provide a means of securing the use of the apparatus 
against unauthorized users. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/19/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that the "record does not show that Owens is analogous 
to Claim 1 as amended." In response to applicant's arguments against the references 
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). The issue is not whether Owens reads on the claim as 
amended, but whether Francis, as modified by Owens, reads on the claim as amended. 
Examiner notes that Francis, as modified by Owens, reads on the claim as amended 
because Francis shows a portable computer or processor and an output device in figure 
1 C shown to the right of the end of the lead line of number 1 44. Applicant further 
presents a non-analogous argument. MPEP 2141 .01 (a) states that "a reference in a 
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field different from that of applicant's endeavor may be reasonably pertinent if it is one 
which, because of the matter with which it deals, logically would have commended itself 
to an inventor's attention in considering his or her invention as a whole." Applicant 
argues that Owens would not have logically commended itself to an inventor's attention 
in considering his or her invention as a whole. Examiner disagrees. Owens is directed 
to a restraint that maintains frictional resistance and a friction controller which reduces 
the frictional resistance upon the acceptance of a particular command. Since the 
varying of frictional resistance on a member based on instruction is the crux of 
Applicant's invention, it is logical that one of ordinary skill in the art would have turned to 
Owens for its similar teachings despite its classification in a different field. Accordingly, 
the previous rejections have been maintained. 

Conclusion 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melody M. Burch whose telephone number is 571-272- 
71 14. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (6:30 AM-3:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Siconolfi can be reached on 571-272-7124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3657 



